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Rowland Bian and Robert Novak. 


A tentative decision of the Ford ad- 
“ministration sect urity censors, refusing to 


“make public highly damaging criticisra by 


Central Inteiligence’ Director William 


Colby of Moscow’s conduct under the 1972 


strategic arms limitation treaty (SALT 1), 


: has flabbergasted Pentagon arms experts. 


Colby'’s testimony, given to Sen. Henry 


MM. Jaekson’s Serate Arms Control Sub- 
. committee Feb. 11, raised grave questions 
" about the “gocd faith” of the Soviet Union 


in following the spirit and the letter of the 
3872 agreement. Thus it carne close to the 
heart of the disnute raging here over 
whether Moscow cheated on SALT L 
Avhat’s more, it provided aramunition for 
Jackson, who has come close to charging 
Moscow with outright violation of the 1972 
agreement, . u 


. Testifying fn secret session, Colby 
declared: “I do nex think you could convict 


them of a vioisiicn as of this moment Cest 


February), aithough what they are doing 


_ casts in Coubr their good faith and their 


attempt to reassure us as to their com- 
I 
phance, certainly.” : 


.Y 


' Coloy’s testimony is now being pruned 


‘by administration censors: for. nee uy 


Goletions, foliowing which it will be made 
pudlic (aa former Secretary of Defensa 
gers. testimony on the 
paime aubject has just been made public). 
The tentative delet ion of Coloy's aspersion 
on Moscow's “good faith” could culy be 
; consideration, since it 
3% remotely touching the 
izence security of the U.S. 


contains nothi 
rmiblitary or intel 


alli 
‘That consideration, often enunciated by 


administration arms contrel officials, j 
that both the U.S. and the Soviet Urien 


‘have sereed to avoid public Ciscussion of 


eH questi 105 Of compliance under ieFraaiot 


WASHINGTON POST 


| Colby’ S Censored. 


SALT Testimony 


What has puzzled Pentagon experts is 
that Secretary of State Henry Kissinger 
himself voluntarily raised the whole 
compliance question for the first time in 
his long press conference .at the State 


Department last week, 


If Kissinger can talk publicly to the 
press about Soviet compliance with SALT 
J, Colby should have at least the same 
right, Defense officials feel. By virtus of 
his role as the head of the Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA), Colby ie a 
have more right. 


The charges of Soviet chestte: made 
publicly by forreer Defense Secretary 
Melvin R..Laird and other anti-Soviet 


- hardliners, involve two basic allegations: 


That Moscow has tested sophisticated 
radar ia a “mode” a Nara barrexi by 
the treaty; anit that the Soviet Union has 
substituted large interes i ts missiles 
GiCBMs}) for “Hight” FSMs—not in 
vigiatton of tha treaty but in direet come 
travention of a unilateral American un 
derstanding. 


Since Kissinger ciscusaed the com 
pliance question himseif last week, the | 
only lIygical explanation for deleting 
Coloy’s warning is administration fear of 
building an antl-Soviet backlash ja thts 
ecuntry at just the time President Ford 
and Kissinger seek SALT Il agreement, 
possibly at the cost of new concessions fo 
Moscow. 


A secret pell cf Hingis Republica mB 
shows President Ford rapirty @ losin: 
ground to Renald Reagan in 2 siate in- 
dispensable to his nornination. 


ecit—a 


result in sorae 
staggering for Bir tt 


Gallus poll showing 
P g 


nationally simong ee cans. 
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The reason: Ford operatives regard 
INinois as by far’ their strongest state 
among the early prirsaries. Former Gov. 
Richard Ogilvie, the Ford state chaiiman, 
has rounded vp every prestigious Winois- 
Republican (with the exception of Rep. 
Philip Crane, the Reagan state chairman). 
So, Howard H. (Bo) Callaway, the 
President's campaign mnanager, has been 
privately putting out word that even if Mr. 
Ford Joses In New Hampshire Feb, 24 and 
Florida March 9, he will recoup with w 


vengeanca in Dlinois March 16. oe 


Actually, {t Is unlikely that native’ 
Ilinoisan Reagan ever trailed Mr. Ford 
there by the & to 15 margin once prodicted 
by Callaway. But early polis showed a 8-to- 
1 Ford edge, The 12-percentage-point lead 
in DAiI's new poll, reflecting Ford voters 
going aver fo undecided more than to 
Reagan, might not be able to stand up’ 
under Ford defeats in earlier primaries. 


Alorsover, the entire presidential leed in 


‘YWineia stems from substantial leads 
among? young (18 fo 25 years cli) and old 


eS £3) volers. DMI shows the cardidate 
about even among the great mass of voters 
betweea 25 snd 65. National Reagan 
headquarters here has refused comrasat 
om tha poll, which leaked -via Ekianis 
pouflclana, 


A footnate: Cailvie last We ee 
rejected a Seas Gtier from state 
Rep. Don Totlen, Reagan's ilrois 

pap ieetioe to divide un the site's 

§ delegates elected by district. That 
assures head-on delegate fights in many 
cistcicis besides the Foml-vs.-Reagan 
prefecential “ceauty contest” on to ef dk 


Kleld Enter prizes, Ina, 2 
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